The Post War Decade
garcBess of what one may conclude with respect to the facts.23
Senator Thomas B. Curtis of Missouri, on the other hand, be-
lieved that no settlement of the Arab refugee problem could be
achieved without a final political settlement between Israel and
her Arab neighbours.24 This point of view had a certain validity
and it was shared by a number of informed observers of the Mid-
dle Eastern situation.
delineation of boundary lines
Apart from the refugee problem, the Arab-Israeli conflict gave
rise to another complication resulting from the haphazard delinea-
tion of boundary lines under the armistice agreements. The
armistice terms had greatly revised the U.N. Partition Plan25 to
the disadvantage of the Arab states who now insisted that the
boundaries be settled on the basis of the partition plan. Israel,
on the other hand, held that the armistice terms should be the
basis for peace negotiations since it was the Arab states that weat
to war for the specific reason of destroying the partition plan.
But the Arab states ignored the Israeli argument aad refused to
convert the 1948 armistice later treaties of peace, mamtaiaiiig that
they were still at war1 with Israel.
Fundamental to the crisis in the Middle East was the fact that
the Arabs could not reconcile themselves to the existence, of the
Israeli state and they chafed over the humiliation of their military
id., 160., p. 12621.
L, 21n., p. 16754.
25 Under the armistice terms, which greatly revised the U.N. partition
plan, the proposed Arab State disappeared. The Arab countries received
about 2,000 sq. miles of land formerly in mandatory Palestine, and
Israel got a major portion of the Negev Desert territory feat had not been
allotted to it under the partition plan. Control of Jerusalem Was divided
between* Israel and Jordan. Ibid., Congress 84, Session, 2, Vol. 102, 1956,
p. 2273.
:      -.   .   -. '• '   '  •  • •-• ' ..-    •    -'        •'   13"

